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You may have seennews reportsof a “freeze”imposedon“R@onal ~“:e~~c~~

Programfunds, This letteris sent to acquaintyou with the cur~ent
situationwith respectto ai:a~kfor support Of ~~~ act~~itiesg

~56‘millionfor the supportGf grantsfor F}’ 1!269The Congressappi-opriatcd.,
to whichwas added$36millionin carry-overfumdsfrom Mst year,FY 1968.
Thus,a totalof $92millionis potential.1.ywaila~ble,subjectalv.aisto
release of fundsby -theP.dministratio??.The wmnt reco]vwsn(?<?dfor FY 1970

in thePresident’sEudget,subrtittedtoCongrcsson .7awaryi5;is$96milz
lionfor granta’,~ards.This is $24millionlesstl]anthe nw:inumamwnt

authorizedin the le~islationextendingT@ional !Ieclical.Progransbut it
representsa $40millionincreaseoverthe ~ fy~s app~opr+tedin ~~~:?a ~

.,

A questionwas ra;.sedby “he Departmentas to ~fl]cthe~the .k??.d~b~i~l~

awa.r{?edin H 1959by the Divisionof Regional?kdical.Pr?grams,cn
rccomlendationof the NationalAdvisoryCouncil,wouldraisethe spenc?ing
by theRegionsto a levelthatwwl.dcreatesevere i-iarilshigin FY 1970
if the Co~fyess did not increaseits appropriation.by the 340nlillion

requestedin the Admkistration’sbudget,

The followinginfonfiation;~wss~~pliedto.t?leDepart~ient”toindicate t!le

continuationfunclinsrequirements,
. .

rwcomnwdationof COLMnCI.1at Its
Mvcxikr meetingarrdanticipatedrecow.endationsat the Februaryw.eeting.

Continuationrequirementsfor balanceof year:

OperationalProjects $29,s39,000
CoreActivities 18,Z57,(3C0

yfg;.:6;~~~

14,0?0,:67
23,000,000

.
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“e. The prioritiesestablishedby the Divisionof RegionalMedicalPrograms

for fundingRegionsarc as follows:
,.

0

1.

2.

3.

4.

Careful
a rigicl

%pport.of core activitiesfor all Regionswhetherin the
planningor operationalphase;. .

Suppclrtof continuationcostsfor Regionsalreadyoperational;

Suppo;tof ~~fardsto Regionsnewlyapprovedfor op’eratioiial“
activities;and

Supportfor supplementalawarclsto Regionsalreadyoperat~-onal.

reviewof the fundingrequirementsfor eachRegionsuggeststhat
applicationof theseprioritiesmay not alwaysbe in the best

interest of the nationalprogram. Exceptionsmade for specificreasons
do not,ho~~’ever,invalidatethe generalorderof prioritieslisted,

I

Becausedecisionsrelating~o,thepossiblerestric,t-ionof fundshave
suchan importantimplicationfor the Coordinators,the SteeringCommittee,
chairedby Dr.M. J. Musser,met for aspecial meetingon January10, 1969
in Eethesda. It revie~~edthe fundingsituationand recommendedstrongly
thatthe Departmentreleasefundsto make awardsin FY 1969up to tile
full amountave.ilablefor Councilreccrmendedawards. It indicatedits
judgment.that theprogram‘s abilityto Obt?.j.?l con~~ession~lappropri~tions

-d if the i\c?filinistrationcarriedoverany currentlywouldbe seriouslyclamagc
availablefundsintothe next fiscalyear at a tirewnen the Divisionhad
receivedrequestssubstantiallyin excessof availablefundsfor support

, .ofhighquaiityprojects. “

‘i’heNationalAtivisoryCouncilalsomet in special.sessionto reviewthe
fundingsituation,Like the SteeringCommitteejit stronglyrecommended
the awardingof grantsup to the fullamountavailableto supportprograms
whichhavebeen reviewedand recommendedfor support.

The Departmenthas reviewedour submissionsand has authorizedthe funding
~of Councilrecommendedawardson the followingbasis:

.

b

1. 100 percentof coresupportfor Regionswhetherin the planning
.oroperationalphase;

2. 90 percentof the amouiitsrecoin...~~dedfor continuirigsupportof
-projects;

3. 75 percentof the amounts.~ecom~~r’de~lforprojectsfor Regions .
initiatingoperationalactivities; ---..

4. Selectedsupportfor approvedsupplfi:lentalprojects.
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EachI@ion can detemine for itselfthe implications of this policy in
eachof the categoriesexceptthe last. We shallbe in touchwith the

Regions who have Councilapprovedsupplementaryawardsto clarifythis
aspectof the fundingpolicy.

Yourunderstandingand coo~erationare neededto insurethat the allocation
of limitedfundsis made to serveboth the localand nationalinterest,

~incerelyyours, . .
.

S@..nleyW,Olson,M.D.
Director
Division of RegionalNedicalPrograms

Identical letter sent to: !

BenjaminB. Wells,M.D.
I

FrankM. Woolsey,Jr.> MoD”
D~rmcmtW. Melick, $1.D.
Roger B. Best, ~1.D.

Will.iamStoncman, 111, M.D. ‘
Mr. Paul D. Waix!
Richard,H, Lyons, M.D.
Howard W. Dean, M.D. .
HenryT. Clark,Jr.,M.D.
Granvill~W. Larimore,M,D, ‘

.-
J. GordonBarrow,M,D.
GeorgeR, Clammer, M.D.
~[asatoM. Hasegawa, M.D.
Wright A&ms, M.D.
Robert B. Stonehill, M.D.
C. Hi.lmonCastle, M.D. -
Willard A. Krehl, M.D. Ph.D”.
Charles E..Lwis, M.D.
Joseph A. Sabatier> Jro~ M*D*
Manu Chatterjee,M.D.

WilliamS. spice~~JTO, MO~O

James W..Cu~bertson~ M.D.
Arthur E. Wentz, M.D.

Albert E. l+=stj-s, ~1.D.

Guy D. Campbell, M.D.
Arthui E. Rikli, M.D., M.P.H.
Alfred M. Popina, M.D.

Edmund D. ?ellegrino,lLD.
Harold MorSan, M,D.
Alvin A. FIGrin,,M.D.

Reginald H. Fitz, M.D.
Nathaniel H. Cooper, M.D.
Marc J. M~lSser, M.D.

Willard A. Wright, M.D.
Barry Decker> M.D.
John E. Wennbcrg, M.D.
Winston R. Miller, M.D.
C. Robert Tittle, Jr.j M.D.
Neil C. Andrews, M.?).
William H. ~lcBeath,~f.D~

Dale &oom~ M.D.
Edward L. Goldblatt, M.D.
Adan Nigaglioni,M.D.
Ralph C, Parker, Jr., M.D.
Charles ?. su~~erall, 111$ ~<IsDo
I&, Richard B. McKenzie
Robert M. Metcalfe, M.D.
Charles A. LeMater, M.D.
Leona Baumgartner,M.D.
Eugene R. Perez, M.D. .

Donal R.’Sparkman,M.D.
Mr. Charles Holland
John R. F. lnga~l, M.D.
Robert R. carpel~ter,M.~*
John S. Hirschboeck, M.D.

.’


